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DISOnaANIZATION    AND    DISUNION. 


.^ 


SPEECH 


OF 


HON.  EDWARD  McPHERSON, 


OF    PEXXSYLYANIA. 


Dalivered  in  the  House  of  Eepreseutatives,  February  24,  1860. 


Tbe  House  being  in  Commiltee  of  the  Whole  ou  the  state 
of  Ui«  Union —  ' 

Mr.  McPHERSOXsaid: 

Mr.  Chaium AN :  A  parliamentary  contest,  the 
most  exiDiordinary  in  our  annals,  has  recently 
closed.  During:  its  existence,  it  attracted  the 
attention,  and  finaJly  awakened  the  anxiety,  of 
the  country.  At  its  termination,  every  patriot 
heatt  felt  ^rlad.  In  its  origin,  progress,  and  is- 
sue, it  challenges  the  study  of  those  who  wish  to 
understand  the  real  position  and  animating  spirit 
of  parties,  the  capabilities  and  dangers  of  our 
system,  the  tendencies  of  events,  and  the  nature 
of  tlie  muulding  influences  which  surround  our 
institutions. 

The  contest,  which  has  been  already  noticed 
in  Europe  to  the  disparagement  of  the  republi- 
can form  of  government,  was  not  an  ordinary 
pjrty  movtment,  in  .icating  nothing,  and  wisely 
forgotten  as  soon  as  made.  It  was  not  accidental, 
purposeless,  unmeaning.  It  was  not  an  isolated 
fact,  coming  one  knows  not  whence,  pjinting 
one  knows  not  whiiher.  On  the  contrary,  it  was 
a  concerted  schecue,  had  a  congenial  origin,  and 
pointed  to  a  desired  result.  It  was  a  political 
demonstration  of  the  very  highest  significance. 
It  came  in  a  natural  succession  of  events.  It 
was  one  of  a  chain,  the  ti reals  of  disunion  in  the 
contingency  of  Fremont's  electiDn  in  ISoG,  made 
by  Democratic  leaders,  and  their  subsequent  en- 
dorsement of  the  lawlessness,  crime,  and  blood- 
shed, which  prevailed  in  Kansas,  as  a  result  of  a 
like  violent,  arbitrary,  reckless,  and  revolution- 
ary policy  on  the  part  of  the  Democratic  party, 
being  the  immediate  antecedent  links;  all  rhfse 
developments  being  symptomatic  of  the  loath- 
some and  d^  e.i-se>;teii  disease  which  has  stolen 
the  beauty  from  the  life  of  the  Democratic  party, 
and  is  now  destroying  the  life.  It  was  a  genu- 
iiic  growth;  a  natural  outcrop;  a  legitimate  and 


necessary  result  of  the  ideas  and  principles  lately 
infused  into  the  Democratic  party  —  ideas  and 
principles  which  have  completely  changed  its 
character,  and  transformed  it  into  a  mere  ma- 
chine for  factionists  to  handle  in  their  war  with 
the  Government  and  the  interests  of  the  people. 
Neither  was  it  the  work  of  unknown  or  uninflu- 
enii-.l  men.  It  was  coined  in  the  brains  of  prom- 
inent ofiicials,  approved  by  the  leaders  of  aa 
organized  party,  ard  carried  otit  with  the  sys- 
tem, energy,  and  determination  of  men  in  ear- 
nest— its  marked  claracteristics,  distinctive  fea- 
tures, peculiar  nature,  striking  developments, 
and  significant  sunouudings,  constituting  it  one 
of  the  most  remarkable  and  suggestive  indica- 
tions of  the  day. 

IT  STANDS  ALONE. 

In  almost  all  respects,  it  was  without  parallel. 
In  duration  only,  was  it  exceeded  by  that  of 
1855-6,  which  can,  in  no  other  respect,  be  com- 
pared. Then  there  was  no  resort  to  parliament- 
ary strategy,  to  prevent  efforts  to  elect  a  Speak- 
er, and  more  votes  were  taken  in  one  week  than, 
this  session,  were  taken  in  six  weeks.  There 
was  no  persistent  speech-making  for  the  same 
purpose;  there  was  no  factious  interposition,  by 
a  minority,  to  prevent  the  majority  from  per- 
forming the  first  duty  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
Constitutio.T  and  the  laws  ;  there  was  no  defiant 
declaration  of  treasonable  purpose  to  break  up 
the  Government  the  moment  the  administration 
of  it  passes  from  present  hands  ;  there  was  no 
organized  movement  directed  towards  a  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Congress,  without  a  discharge  of  its 
function?.  In  one  word,  then^  there  was  no  in- 
cipient treason. 

ITS  NATCRE  AND  EFFECT. 

I  have  endeavored  to  view  this  subject  calmly, 
fairly,  and  impartially.  I  have  looked  at  it  in 
the  light  of  the  various  excuses  by  which  it  is 
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Bought  to  justify  or  palliate  the  cour?e  of  the 
Admiuistni'  •,,  anil  my  f  .  is  iiriu 

thttt,  uotwit.i  '^  the  ajipru  i  it  hy 

high  offic-ers  of  :>.a'e,  i".  was  not  only  lu  violatioa 
of  the  Consiiialioii  and  of  p.irli.iui;?iit.iry  &ud 
statute  Uvv,  but  wtu  factiuua  iiud  revoluliouury 
ID  character.  During  it,  thcru  was  resort  by 
ihem  to  means  uniH'iil  ,-knJ  Uiiheinl  of;  tiiere 
were  purposes  :  ;  t  incompafiMe  wifh  liie 

safety  of  the  ]»■: ,  ..,  ...  peaceful  perfi>ruinnfc  of 
duiy  by  their  Ueprcseniutive?,  and  the  stability 
of  the  Givernment;  siad  there  were  precedents 
set  of  the  most  clarniing  and  fearful  character, 
which,  if  fijlh)«i'd,  will  place  it  in  ti<e  povver  of 
fifty  mem>)tr«  u  holly  to  prevent  the  organization 
of  any  future  House  ;  thus  m  iking  its  eiistence  a 
matter  of  sutleraoce,  and  the  Governmoct  as  fee- 
ble as  the  old  Confederation  which  it  si:pp!anled. 
Nothing  can  save  us  from  this  perpetual  danger 
but  the  enactment  of  a  law,  of  which  I  am  gUJ 
to  see  notice  has  been  already  given,  by  which 
these  revolutionary  precedents  m  ill  be  uallitied, 
a  future  turbulent  and  disorganizing  minority 
will  be  disarmed,  the  m.ijoriiy  principle  pre- 
served, and  the  rights  of  mujoriiies  secured 
against  all  possible  cumbinatiuns. 

THE    LAW    A.NO    ITU    OHI.IOATIOS. 

Let  the  facts  bear  testimony !  We  met  on  the 
3th  day  of  December  in  pursuance  of  law,  where- 
upon the  names  of  the  members  elect  were  called 
by  the  Clerk  of  the  hist  Congress.  0:i  motion,  it 
was  resolved,  according  to  immemorial  usage, 
•hat  the  members  proceed  to  elect  a  Speaker. 
This  was  clearly  the  first  duty  ;  and  the  motion 
was  unanimously  agreed  to.  The  Constitution 
confers  upon  the  members  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives the  power  to  chooje  their  Speaker 
and  other  officers ;  and  the  act  of  Congress  of 
1789,  the  first  on  the  statute  book,  provides  that 
be  shall  be  chosen;  that  the  oath  of  office  shall 
be  :idministered  by  one  member  of  the  House  to 
tht)  Speaker,  and  by  him  to  all  the  members 
present,  and  to  the  Clerk,  "  previous  to  entering 
on  any  other  business."'  Thus  the  orgauizition 
of  the  House,  by  electing  a  Speaker  and  Clerk, 
ia  made  a  condition  precedent  to  entering  on  any 
other  business,  and  is  the  first  and  essential  step. 
No  member  is  at  liberty  to  disregard  this  duty. 
No  one  cau  do  so  without  infideli.y.  And  all  are 
bound  to  perform  it  ul  once;  or,  failing  in  that, 
to  use  all  practicable  means  to  etfiict  it  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  No  one  can  be  justi- 
fied in  interposing  the  least  obstacle  to  the  per- 
formance of  this  duty  by  the  House.  Tried  by 
this  test,  how  stand  the  parties? 

THE  MEANS  USED  TO  KEEP   LP  DISCORD. 

After  one  vote  for  Speaker  had  been  taken 
without  result,  an  Administration  member  intro- 
duced a  resolution  of  an  extraordinary  character, 
in  violation  of  parliamentary  law  and  practice, 
and  in  contravention  of  the  act  of  1781) — a  reso- 
lution which,  if  adopted,  would  have  been  in- 
operative, which  hence  had  no  practical  value, 
and  could  not  in  any  lu  inner  have  facilitated  the 
organization  I  and  which  was  so  objectionable  in 
its  terms  that  at  the  conference  of  representatives 
of  the  three  anti-U?pub!icaa  elements  of  the 
Bouse  —  the   Administration   party,   the  South 


Americans,*and  a  portion  of  the  Anti-Lecomptoa 
Democrats — held  on  Si:iiday,  Jniiaary  8,  in  pur- 
suance of  an  arrangement  publicly  maj'>,  in  the 
ftouee,  with  the  avowed  purpose'of  secaring  a 
union  of  their  votes  to  deft.it  Mr.  Siik.!Man,  it 
\VA3  unanimously  resolved  to  recommend  the 
wiilidr.twal  of  the  re.^olution,  and  the  substitu- 
tion of  another,  ditU'riiig  much  in  p!ir  <.seology 
and  spirit.  Pending  the  consideration  vi'  this 
resolution,  the  Administration  party  forced  tha 
House  to  adjourn  on  the  first  day  without  a  sec- 
ond vote  for  Speaker.  On  the  next  day,  a  sub- 
stitute for  it  was  ofi'ered,  when,  after  debate,  it 
was  moved  to  lay  the  whole  pnbject  on  the  table, 
that  the  House  might  proceed  to  elect  a  Speaker. 
This  was  lost  by  a  tie  rote — all  the  AJihinistra- 
tion  members  votiwj  in  (he  nctjulive.  Thereupon, 
they  claimed  nnlimited  freedom  of  debate,  and 
denied  that  there  was  any  power  in  the  body  to 
stop  it.  Points  of  order  and  other  complications 
of  the  question  were  made  and  withdrawn,  as  the 
exigencies  of  debate  suggested.  They  spent 
whole  weelcs  in  making  mischievous  and  incen- 
diary speeches,  which,  intemperate  in  the  high- 
est degree,  caricatured  the  principles  held  by  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  were  intended  to  arouse 
sectional  animosities,  and  intensify  alarm,  that 
miserable  partisan  purposes  might  be  promoted. 
They  objected  to  a  resolution  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  .Muimis,]  that  no 
debate  be  allowed  until  after  the  election  of 
Speaker.  They  refused  to  make  an  arrangement 
for  haviojf  at  least  one  vote  for  Speaker  each 
day;  again,  they  objected  to  a  resolution  pro- 
viding for  three  votes  daily  ;  and  for  a  time  they 
even  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  the  feel.ng  appeal  of 
the  gentleman  from  VirgiLia,  [.Mr.  Clemens] 
who,  in  feeble  health  and  wearied  with  long  ses- 
sions, desired  a  settled  understanding;  on  the 
subject,  that  he  might  know  when  his  presence 
was  necessary,  and  when  he  might  retire  from 
the  floor. 

When  not  ready  to  speak,  being  unwilling  to 
vote,  they  miide  dilatory  motions,  and  thus  com- 
pelled an  adjournment.  They  refused  to  permit 
the  offering  uf  a  resolution  to  limit  each  debater 
to  thirty  minutes,  and  one  speech  on  a  pending 
question,  until  all  (le-;iring  had  spoken.  They 
threatened  to  remain  in  session  until  .March  4, 
18G1,  rather  than  allow  the  adoption  of  the  plu- 
rality rule,  which  was  twice  adopted  under  like 
circumstances,  is  recogniseil  in  the  rules  of  the 
House  and  in  all  popular  elections,  and  which 
for  weeks  appeared  to  be  the  only  estnpe  from 
the  entanglement.  At  first,  they  appeared  willing 
to  permit  a  vote  to  be  taken  upon  the  rule,  .-.nd 
submit  to  the  result.  Then  they  made  that  con- 
tingent upon  the  House  votir.;x  on  the  resolution 
ottered  the  first  day.  Then  tley  declined  to  say 
that  if  the'  latter  were  voted  on,  they  would  agree 
to  vote  upon  the  former.  And,  finally,  they  de- 
clared that  it  nevvr  should  be  voted  upon;  and 
that,  to  i)revent  it,  resort  would  be  had  to  every 
pHrliamentary  means  at  command.  Not  content 
with  declaring  this  purpose,  which,  in  the  exist- 
ing condition  of  things,  seemed  tantamount  to 
absolute  prevention  of  organization,  form  and 
substance  were  given  to  this  threat  by  fifty-eight 


of  them  sipnin^  a  paper  ploflcrinp;  themsdres  to  |  motionf,  nnd  Jismsginj?  every  proposition  with 
eacli  other  to  act  tOiietlier  in  resistinnr,  1\V  all  \  unliniiieil  freedom,  hoth  as  to  time,  range  of 
pa' lii^mentarv  tutic3,str,itr{Ty, nnd  menn?, known  '  thought,  and  in^qiuncy,  were  frtclioiis  ;  but  ther" 

to  the  Coiisiilution  and  the  law,  the  adoption  of    '"    "  '"    "    ""   ""  "  " ""'    — '  ■  '- 

the  plurality  rule. 

The  full  force  of  this  will  he  better  underatond 
•when  it  is  stated  that  tifry  men,  thus  banded  to- 
gether, a  unit  for  purposes  of  disorcranization, 
can,  by  resorting  to  the  endless  chain  of  dilatory 
motions  to  adjourn,  to  adjourn  over,  to  be  ex-  !  admitted  to  be  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland, 


ecarftely  a  p  uliamcntarj'  «ord  whicli  cau 
truthfully  characterize  the  policy  of  the  Admin- 
istrntionistf,  when  it  ripened  into  organized  c  ui- 
9[)iracy.  The  early  course  was  factious;  ''e 
later,  revolutionary.  The  non-organization  of 
the  House  is  of  itself  a  re\'ohitionary  act,  and  so 


cased  from  voting.  &c.,  on  all  which,  constantly 
repeated,  they  could  call  the  yeas  and  nays,  ef- 
fectual y  and  forever  prevent  the  eleciion  of  a 
Speaker,  the  passage  of  a  bill,  or  the  transaction 
of  an  item  of  legislative  business.  Such  a  com- 
bination was  made  on  the  Administration  side, 
and  its  nature  and  terms,  and  their  purpose  to 
persist  in  it,  openly  proclaimed  u])on  the  floor. 
This  conspiracy  contemplated  three  things:  to 
prevent  a  vote  being  taken  on  the  plurality  rule; 
to  prevent  its  adoption  ;  and  to  prevent  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Speaker  under  it.  It  was  made  by  a 
minority  in  the  House,  who,  by  these  anti-consti- 
tutional methods,  jiroposcd  to  prevent  the  ma- 
jority from  adopting  such  rules  as  would  rescue 
the  House  from  its  condition  of  embarrassment. 
It  was  an  attempt  of  a  minority  to  coerce  the 
House  into  their  line  of  policy "i  to  introduce 
force  into  our  system — the  last  desperate  resort 
of  those  bent  on  ruining  if  no  longer  permitted 
to  rule. 

Let  me  say  that  all  the  Administrationists  did 
not  enter  into  this  conspiracy.     Several,  it  waa 
stated,  refused    to    do    it;    and    it  was    further 
stated,  that  no  Northwestern  Democrat  had  sign- 
ed it.    1  have  no  doubt  this  is  true.    .More  might 
have  been  said — that  no  Northern  Democrat  had 
taken  this  hold  step.     But  I  do  not  recollect  a 
single  occa.«ion,  after  it  became  known  tha^,  this  j 
factious  and  revolutionary  combination  existed, 
on  which  any  of  the  Northern  Democracy  refused  i 
to  vote  under  the  leadership  of  the  very  gentle-  ^ 
men  who  admitted  the  existence  of  the  compact, 
and  were  iu  the  act  of  fulfilling  it. 

It  must  not  be  understood  that  the  Adminis- 
tration party  refused  to  permit  any  votes  for  j 
Speaker  to  be  taken.  They  were  too  sagacious 
for  that.  When  it  was  known  to  be  safe,  they 
were  willing  to  amuse  themselves,  flatter  each 
other  wiih  cheap  compliments,  and,  above  all, 
satisfy  the  country,  as  the  phrase  goes.  Daring 
the  first  week,  they  allowed  three  votes  to  be 
taken  ;  during  the  second,  seven ;  during  the 
third,  when  there  were  hopes  of  an  Adminis- 
tration coiniiination  with  other  [)arties,  eleven  ; 
during  Uie  fourth,  when  these  hopes  had  disap- 
peared, three  ;  during  the  (itih,  five;  during  the 
sixth,  five;  during  the  seventh,  none;  during 
the  eighth,  five  ;  and  during  the  ninth,  five ;  in 
all,  forty-four  votes  in  forty  days  of  actual  ses- 
sion. In  18.">r),  there  were  over  one  hundred  and 
thirty  votes  taken  in  the  same  period. 

Ut  course,  only  tactions  means  could  have  pro- 
duced such  results.  When  the  contest  was  in 
its  earlier  stages,  and  before  the  worse  steps 
were  taken,  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Cobb]    admitted   that  the   preveution   of  votes. 


[Mr.  Stiswart,]  involving  disturbance,  clogging, 
stoppage  of  the  whole  machinery  of  Govern- 
ment. It  is  not  revolution  completed,  but  that 
is  only  because  of  the  limited  power  of  the  par- 
ties conspiring.  Yet  We  were  repeatedly  and 
most  positively  assured  that,  except  the  House 
were  organiz  d  in  the  manner  they  preferred,  it 
never  should  be  organized,  no  matter  what  the 
cnntequences ;  and  constant  proofs  of  this  pur- 
pose were  spread  upon  the  record',  and  sent 
forth  to  the  people.  By  whom,  and  how,  was 
this  done? 

WHO    WEUK    THE    CONSPIUATORS  ? 

I  have  not  been  able  to  find,  upon  the  rec-' 
ords,  that  declarations  such  as  have  been  ad- 
verted to  were  made  by  auy  gentlemen  except 
those  who  are  members  of  the  Administration 
party,  or,  being  outside  of  all  political  organiza- 
tions, habitually  vote  with  it.  And,  except  one 
South  American,  the  lifty-eight  signers  of  the 
rautuiil  pledge  are  exclusively  members  of  the 
Democratic  party,  or  gentlemen  who  co-operate 
with  it,  and  certain  of  them  are  recognised 
leaders. 

It  is  in  no  spirit  of  exultation  that  I  state  these 
unquestionable  facts.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
with  deep  regret  that  I  am  compelled  to  believe 
that  the  great  Democratic  p.arty  —  that  party 
which  has  been,  for  more  than  a  quarter  of  a 
century,  the  controlling  interest  in  the  Repub- 
lic ;  which  was  founded  by  great  men  to  accom- 
plish good  purposes  :  which  has  impressed  itself 
most  forcibly,  and  generally  beneficently,  upon 
the  h'story  of  the  country,  and  through  it  upon 
the  world;  which  has  linkeil  its  name  with  some 
grand  achievements,  and  -which  has  had  upon 
its  roll  patriot  statesmen,  eloquent  orators,  ac- 
complished scholars,  and  gallant  soldiers — has 
degenerated  into  an  organization,  whose  leading 
spirits,  if  sincere  in  their  enunciations,  are  ene- 
mies of  the  Grovernment,  and,  if  insincere,  are 
bad  men,  who  add  to  the  guilt  of  hypocrisy  a 
recklessness  which  is  well-nigh  impious. 

THEY    ARE    Af.UEADY    REBL'KED. 

Sir.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
do  not  realize  the  position  they  have  deliberately 
assumed,  it  they  suppose  that  the  American 
people  do  or  can  approve  it.  This  nation  is  not 
prepared' to  commit  self-destruction.  Nor  will 
it  permit  misguided,  impulsive,  rash  men,  who 
happen  to  be  their  Representatives,  to  destroy 
what  they  are  chosen  to  uphold  ;  to  violate  what 
they  were  elected  to  defend.  The  shocking  sen- 
timents uttered  on  the  other  side  have  already 
received  the  condemnation  of  the  people — that 
great  tribunal  of  America,  to  whose  judgment 
all  political  que.-tiuDS  are  referred.     All  over  the 


raising  frivolous  points  of  order,  making  dilatory  ^  Southern  country,  the  voice  of  reason  is   heard 


aBtfre  the  din  of  madoeas  ;  and  fiippant  ueraa-  | 
goguea  are  warned  of  ibeir  impoltiicy  lo  per- 
form their  3elt'-as3urued  task   of  preparjuj,'  the  i 
j)ublic   mind  tor   disunion.     TLe   press,  ami   tlie 
people   tbroiigb    luasfl  lucctiu'is  ami   llieir  local  i 
Legislatures,  unite  lo  reproljaie  the   crime,  and  | 
warn    those    drilling    towards    its    commibsion.  i 
All  over  tLe  North  there  is  Ijut  one   sentiment.  [ 
It  pervades  all  parlies:   penetrates  all  communi- 
ties; tills  all  hearts.     That  sentiment  is: 

TUB    MAl.NTKXA.NCE    OF    OIU    .NATIONAL    U.SIOS, 

against  all  toes,  forei{;n  and  domeslic.     1  have 
said  this   sentiment  pervades    aU  parties.     For 
this  reason  it  is,  that,  whilst  Norfneru  Democrats 
ia  Congress  have  been  comparatively  unconcern- 
ed about  the  general  course   of  their  Southern  i 
allies  on  this  vital  question,  the  leaders  at  home,  j 
who  have   had  occasiou  to  see  the   eiVect  pro- 
duced, have  been  exceedingly  restive  under  the 
ceaseless    preaching   of  disunion.      They    have  ' 
made  haste  to  disown   it,  to  rid  their  skirls   of ; 
all  responsibility  for   it,  and  have  gone  to  the  ; 
extent  of  reading  out  of  the  Democratic  party  | 
the  leading  gentlemen  on  the  other  sido  of  this 
House. 

PENNSYLVANIA   I>EM0C'RAT8. 

A  Striking  instance  in  point  recently  occurred 

in  Pennsylvania.    While  the  struggle  for  t>|)eaker 

was  at  its  height,  the  General  Assembly  of  that 

State    passed   two   resolutions    on    the    suliject. 

The  latter  is  in  the  following  terms : 

"  Raoleed,  Tliat  Pennsylvunia  roni;\lns,  as  ever,  faithful 
and  true  to  the  (JonstiluUon  and  the  L'nioii,  and  di-iermtuft 
ttiat  they  sluiU  be  mainlaincd  ;  tliat  the  tr^'asouablL:  llireats 
of  disuniou  ulleroJ  by  iht?  aJherenls  ol  ihc  presiiil  Nalioiial 
Admlnistraiioit  ou  tlie  floor  of  Congress  will  uot  deter  her 
people  from  tho  expression  of  llvir  ]ii)litical  vicw.s  aud  the 
proper  prolotlion  of  her  interests,  but  will  be  ircalod  w.lli 
the  utmwt  couleiupt  mid  scorn  ;  while  aiiy  allempl  lo  carry 
sucli  threats  into  executiou  will  bo  met  by  her  deieraiinod 
reeistauce." 

A  day  or  two  after  the  passage  of  these  reso-  ! 

lutions,  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Senate 

placed  upon  the  journal  of  that  body  a  protest, 

embodying   the    reasons    why    they    had   voted  i 

against  the  resolutions  of  the  innjority,  concern-  i 

ing  which  they  say,  among  other  things,  that — 

"They  [the  majority  resolutions]  are  uutnie  in  the  inli- 
nmion  tlinl '  the  adherents  of  the  present  National  Artriiin- 
istratioD  ou  the  llixir  of  Coiigroifs '  have  uttered  irea.sonable 
threat.*  of  diHuniou  ;  for  it  is  notorious  that  any  such  threats, 
by  whomsoever  uUore  1,  wore  not  made  as  adherents  of  an 
Administration  disllngui.shed  fur  its  ste-ulfiist  di'voliua  to  the 
IjDiou,  aud  lis  unllinchuig  support  of  tbu  Couloderacy  and 
tho  CuDstaution  ou  which  it  re^ls." 

The  anxiety  of  these  Pennsylvania  Dt>mocratic 
Senators  to  escape  the  odium  of  being  iilentified 
with  ntterers  of  treasonable  disunion  sentiments  i 
is  most  apparent.     Before,  however,  proceeding  j 
to  consider  that  point,  let  me  reuiHtk  lhnt  their 
protest  raises  another  qncstiou  of  fact ;  that  is, 
whether   the   present    Administration    has   been 
dietinguidhfcd   tor   its   Kteadfast   devotion   to  the  ; 
Union  and  its  unflinching  support  of  the  Consti-  ' 
tution.     I  will  not  waste  time  in  discussing  the  \ 
question  ;  but  wish   to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  j 
ihis     Administration    has    been    controlled    by  | 
Southern  nuUiiiers  ;  has  strengthened  that  inter-  i 
est  which   now,  likewis-e,  aims   to  depj'otize  over  I 
the  people  ;  has  introduced  and  inttiifcitied  dis- 
cord j  has  violated  the  toundalion  priuciplcs  of  I 


free  government ;  and  has  given  countenance  and 
approval  to  arbitrary,  despotic,  aud  anli-cousti- 
tutioual  doctrines,  whose  preval'^-nce  has,  in  turn, 
weakened  the  t/'uiilederaiv,  l)y  disturbing  the  just 
relation.*  ot  the  States  to  each  other — tor  proof 
of  which,  I  contidcnily  ap|)eul  to  current  history. 
Olieerve,  also,  the  quibble  in  the  denial  of  the 
protest.  It  is  .«aid  that  treasonable  threats,  ic, 
by  whomsoever  uttered,  "  were  not  made  as  ad- 
herents of  an  Administration,' Ac.  Tliat  is,  they 
were  not  m.ide  by  persons  in  the  capacity  of  ai- 
herents!  If  this  t>e  the  (ueaning  of  the  Senators, 
their  subterfuge  is  contemptible,  and  justly  lays 
their  mutives  open  lo  suspicion.  If  ibis  be  not  lite 
meiiniug,  and  if  the  obscure  phraseology  be  a 
mere  error  of  expression,  and  if  their  allegation 
be  thai  the  Administration  Congressmen  have  not 
been  uttering  disunion  threats,  1  appeal  to  the 
record  for  the  language  used,  a:.d  for  the  politi- 
cal sttt/us  of  the  members  using  it.  I  think  it 
can  easily  be  proved  that  the  Administraii.)u 
party  in  Congress  is  tainted  in  all  its  parts,  and 
certainly  in  us  head  and  heart,  (the  Soulberu 
portion,)  with  both  secession  and  disunion  here- 
sies. 

DEMOCRATIC    DISC.^IONI.'jTS    AND    THEIR    THRKAT8. 

Why,  if  there  be  meaning  in  language  and 
sincerity  in  men,  the  master  spirits  of  the  Demo- 
cratic parly  in  Congress  are  covered  with  the 
scrofulous  taint  of  disunion.  There  yet  ring  in 
our  ears  the  echoes  of  the  most  iiuexamj>led 
declamation,  every  note  of  which  grates  harshly 
upon  our  ears. 

The  gentleman  from  Sou*h  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Keitt,]  in  a  recent  speech,  said  : 

"  Should  the  llepublicau  party  succeed  in  tlie  next  Presi- 
dential election,  my  advice  to  the  South  is  to  snap  the  cords 
of  the  Union  al  once  and  forever." 

And  the  honorable  member  was  one  of  the 
most  active  in  ett'oris  to  elfect  the  election  of  a 
Democratic  Speaker,  and  supported  every  candi- 
date named  on  that  side,  except  that  Nurlheru 
Democrat  in  whose  hands  ihe  Hag  went  down  in 
defeat. 

The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [.Mr.  Lamak] 
said  that  when  tho  spirit  of  the  Cono'.itulion  (of 
course,  as  he  understood  it)  was  no  longer  ob- 
served ou  this  floor,  he  would  be  against  the 
Government,  would  ruise  the  banner  of  seces- 
sion, and  would  tight  under  it  as  long  as  the 
blood  flows  and  ebl>s  in  his  veins. 

His  colleague,  former  Governor  of  his  Slate, 
[Mr.  McUak,]  declared  that,  in  case  of  the 
election  of  a  Republican  President,  bis  coun- 
sel to  the  people  of  .Missisjippi  "would  be  to 
take  independence  out  of  llie  I'niou  in  preference 
lo  the  loss  of  constitutional  rights,  and  conse- 
quent degradation  and  dishonor,  in  it."  He  said, 
lurther,  "that  this  is  his  position,  and  the  posi- 
tion the  Democratic  party  ot  .Mississippi  will 
maintain."  They  projiose  to  consider  the  mere 
election  of  a  Kepublican  President  cause  for  dis- 
union, without  wailing  for  the  loss  of  conslilu- 
tional  rights.  Sec,  which  they  alTect  to  believe 
might  (low  from  it.  The  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi is  a  member  of  the  Democratic  party,  and 
has  for  years  been  one  of  its  dislinguisheil  lead- 
ers.     This  session,  he  was  one  of  the  famou3 


committee  constituted  to  make  the  proposed  Ad- 
ministration conihiiKUion,  and  orgiinize  this 
House.  He  voted  for  all  the  Democratic  candi- 
dates for  Siieaker. 

Another  {gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Sin'- 
GLETox]  gave  notice  that — 

"  Wlicu  you  elect  a  Black  Republican — Um.f..  ?r:-n-.Ai;r),  or 
Chase — rresitlcnt  of  the  I'lilled  Stales  ;  wlicncvor  you  (ui- 
tlx-rUike  10  plac<>  such  a  man  to  prosido  over  the  destinies  of 
the  South,  you  may  expect  to  sec  us  undivided  and  indivisi- 
ble friends,  and  to  see  all  parties  of  the  South  arrayed  to  re 
sist  his  inau<iura!vin.  «  *  *  Wo  can  never  quietly  st,ind 
by  and  permit  the  control  of  the  army  and  navy  to  go  into 
tlie  hands  ofa  Black  Republican  President." 

He  further  expressed  the  opinion  that,  unless 
certain  condilious  were  complied  with,  and, 
among  others,  the  Territories  of  the  Union 
thrown  open  to  slavery,  and  slavery  protected 
in  thetn  by  Congress,  the  liistorian  now  lives 
who  would  write  the  sad  epitaph  of  Ilium  fuii 
upon  the  monument  of  the  nation. 

The  author  of  thi<f  languasre  also  voted  for  all 
the  Democratic  candidates  for  Speaker. 

Another  member  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Davis] 

said: 

"Gentlemen  of  the  Republican  party,  I  warn  you.  Pre- 
sent your  sectional  candidate  lor  1S60  ;  elect  him  as  the.  rcji- 
resenlaliee  of  your  syatem  of  labor;  take  possession  of  tile 
Government,  as  the  inslrumeut  of  your  power  m  this  cou- 
ISict  of  irrepressible  conflict,'  and  wc  of  the  South  will  tear 
this  Constitution  in  pieces,  and  look  to  our  guns  for  justice 
aud  right  against  aggression  and  wrong." 

Thus  it  is  announced,  that  the  election  of  a 
Presideot  representing  the  free  white -labor  sys- 
tem of  the  country  will  be  accepted  as,  of  itself, 
justifiable  cause  of  dissolution  of  the  Union! 
Men  may  be  elected  and  inaugurated  as  President 
who  represent  the  negro  slave-labor  system,  and 
will  wield  all  the  power  of  the  Government  for 
its  expansion.  But  the  Union  must  be  dissolved, 
and  the  inauguration  of  an  elected  President  be 
prevented,  who  represents,  sympathizes  with,  or 
would  build  up,  the  interests  of  the  free  white 
laboring  men  of  the  United  States!  Such  is  the 
deliberate  announcement  made  on  this  floor,  by 
a  gentleman  most  prominent  in  the  councils  of 
the  Democratic  party.  I  commend  it  to  North- 
ern working-men. 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama  [.Mr.  Moore] 
would  not  wait  for  any  overt  act,  but  would 
consider  the  election  as  President  of  any  Repub- 
lican candidate,  entertaining  sentiments  like 
those  of  Seward  or  Chase,  as  a  declaration  of 
war  against  the  rights  of  his  people ;  and  he 
believed  that  his  gallant  State  will  not  hesitate, 
in  such  a  contingency,  let  the  consequences  be 
"what  they  may,  to  fall  back  on  their  reserved 
rights,  and  declare  to  the  world,  "As  for  this 
Union,  we  have  no  longer  any  lot  or  part  in  it." 
He  rebuked  the  gentleman  froin  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kelson]  for  "  his  laudation  of  this  glorious 
Union.' 

His  colleague  [Mr.  Currv]  said  : 

'•I  am  not  ashamed  or  alVaid  ]Kiblicly  to  avow  that  tlio 
election  of  Wii.u.\m  H.  SEW.uin  or  Salmcni  P.  Chase,  or  any 
such  representative  of  the  Republican  party,  upon  a  section- 
al platlorni,  ought  to  be  resisted  to  the  disruption  of  every 
tie  that  binds  this  Confederacy  together." 

Which  sentiment,  thi.^  Congressional  Globe 
informs  us,  was  applauded  '-on  the  Democratic 
side  of  the  House." 


His  colleague  [Mr.  Pi(;ii]  s.iid,  if  the  Uepubli- 
cana  get  possession  of  the  Government — 

"  Tlien  the  question  is  fully  presented,  whether  the  Fouth- 
evn  ^^latos  will  remain  in  the  Union, as  subject  and  degraded 
colonies,  or  will  they  withdraw  and  c.«tal>lisli  n  Sontlicrn 
Confederacy  ol  coequal  homogeneous  sovereigns  ?  In  my 
judgment,  the  latter  is  the  only  course  conipat.ble  with  the 
iioiior,  equality,  and  safely  of  the  South  :  aud  the  sooner  it 
is  known  and  acted  upon  the  better  fur  all  parties  to  Iho 
compact." 

His  colleague  [Mr.  Ci.optox]  defended  "  the 
policy  of  secession  in  the  event  of  the  success  and 
triumph  of  the  Black  Republican  l-arty,  as  apre- 
venlive  remedy  against  injustice  and  oppression." 

All  of  these  genileraen  acted  with  the  Dfmo- 
cralic  party  in  the  contest  for  Speaker,  though 
they  refused  to  vote,  on  the  last  ballot,  for  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  McClbrnand.] 

The  member  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ckawfoup] 
"said  he  spoke  the  sentiment  of  every  Democrat 
on  the  Hoor  from  that  State,  when  he  declared 
"they  will  never  submit  to  the  inauguration  ofa 
Black  Republican  President ;  "  which,  the  Con- 
gressional Globe  informs  us,  was  applauded  from 
the  Democratic  benches.  He  repeated  the  re- 
mark, and  he  was  again  applauded  in  the  same 
quarter.  Further,  he  said  for  himself,  that  he 
had  lost  all  hope  of  equality  in  the  Union,  and  he 
was  for  independence  now.  He  also  said  that 
slaverv  "  demands  expansion,  and  will  have  it."' 
His  colleague  [Mr.  Gartreli,]  expressed  sub- 
stantially the  same  sentiment.  These  gentlemen 
voted  for  all  the  Democratic  candidates  for 
Speaker.  * 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bon- 
ham]  said,  that  upon  the  election  of  Seward,  or 
any  such  man,  he  "  was  in  favor  of  an  immediate 
dissolution  of  the  Union." 

His  colleague  [Mr.  Miles]  said  he  was  a  sec- 
tional man  ;  that  he  owed  his  chief  and  primary 
allegiance  to  South  Carolina  ;  aud  that  he  felt  no 
sympathy  with  tliat  general,  indiscriminate  laud- 
ation of  this  nation,  which  seems  to  swallow  up 
in  that  one  idea  every  notion  of  State  rights  aud 
State  sovereignty'. 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Moore] 
said  that  to  his  "  gallaut  State  he  owed  his  hrsc 
aud  highest  allegiance." 

His  colleague  [Mr.  Curry]  protested  that  to 
"  Alabama  he  owed  his  first  and  undivided  alle- 
giance." 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [.Mr.  Dk  Jar- 
nette]  said,  that  Seward  might  be  elected  Presi- 
dent of  the  North,  but  of  the  South  never;  and 
that  Virginia,  in  view  of  her  ancient  renown,  in 
view  of  her  illustrious  dead,  and  in  view  of  her 
,s/c  semper  li/rc?iiii.s,  will  resist  his  authority. 

His  colleague  [Mr.  Leake]  denies  that  Virginia 
will  consent  to  fight  icilliin  this  Union  for  her 
rights — as  lately  proposed  liy  Governor  Wise,  and 
apjiroved  by  some  of  the  delegation  in  Congress. 
He  said  the  idea  was  ridiculous  in  the  extreme; 
and  he  claimed  that  Virginia  has  the  right,  when 
she  pleases,  to  withdraw  from  the  Confederacy  ; 
which  sentiment,  the  Globe's  report  of  jiroceed- 
ings  states,  was  applauded  upon  the  Democratic 
benches.  Holli  these  Virginia  members  voted  lor 
all  the  Democratic  candidates  for  Speaker. 


so  DISL'XIONISM  OCTSIDK  OF  TnE  SOCTHEttN    DEMOC- 
RACY. 

I  mis'ht  inuUiply  extruiMi?,  selecting  from  other 
speeches  ia  the  lljuse,  aud  from  tbo-e  of  moat 
j.romiaeiit  Deiiiotrnis  in  the  Senate.  Surely, 
these  will  satisfy  ilie  tno«t  i lie reilu Ions  that  a  very 


hut  they  have  shown,  in  tlie  aetual  votes  cast 
for  Speaker,  that  there  is  wantirij^  to  them  the 
compactness  of  men  devoted  to  great  ideius,  and 
united  lor  their  establishment;  that  tlicre  is  no 
hond  of  princi[ile  between  them.  The  deinoral- 
i/.atinn  of  the  Administraiion  party  in  this  llou?e, 


large  proportion  of  the  Democratic  leaders  of  the  as  proved  in  this  contest,  is  everywhere  aL«opt 
South  are  secessionists  and  disunionisls ;  that  ed  as  a  type  of  its  demoralization  throughout 
these  opinions  place  thtra  beyond  the  pale  of  the  country  ;  which,  in  return,  is  the  reward  of 
sympAtljy  or  confidence  from  the  Inion-lovinp;  its  abandonment  of  principle, 
masses;  and  that  they  are,  of  necessity,  mo-t  Iai  us  see  the  vaiiety  of  ihcir  candidates  for 
unsafe  and  unfit  men' to  be  intrusted  with  our  S[>eaker,  wilh  a  view  to  aid  in  fixing  the  present 
great  national  interests.     Yet  it  is  most  true,  that    posiiion  of  parlies. 

the  Democratic  organization  is  in  the  hands  of  tub  caxi>idatk  of  the  administuationi.sts. 
these  gentlemen,  aud  such  as  they;  that  the  Tticir  caucus  candidate  for  Speaker  wns  the 
States  they  represent  elect  Democratic  Presidents,  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Bdco'-k,]  w  ho  has 
and  send  the  bulk  of  Democratic  members  of  both  been  identified  with  the  Irgislation  of  the  last 
branches  of  Congress  ;  that  they  control  Ihe  Con-  twelve  years,  and  who.  in  18.')0,  after  the  passage 
gressional  caucuses  and  National  Conventions,^  of  the  compromise  measures,  in  company  wilh 
and  mould  the  policy  of  the  party;  and  that  a  thirty-seven  oth"?r  members  of  the  D^mocratic 
liirge  portion  of  their  power  for  evil  grows  out  of  party,  fGovernor  McDowell,  of  Virginia,  not  in- 
their  position  as  managers  of  the  Democratic  eluded  )  issued  an  address  to  the  people  of  the 
party.  Outside  of  them,  there  is  no  disunion 
sentiment  of  the  least  consfquence.  The  dis- 
unionist's  home  is  in  or  near  the  Democratic  par- 
ty ;  and  he  selects  that  because  his  brethren  are 
at  its  head,  and  because  he  has  found  it  to  be  the 
most  eligible  workshop  he  can  lind,  in  which  to 
prepare  the  weapons  he  intends  to  wield  against 
the  Union. 

Sir,  let  me  not  he  misunderstood.  I  speak 
not  of  the  masses  of  that  party,  North  or  South. 
In  both  sections  they  are  honest,  sincerp,  and 
jjatriotic.  They  are  ^vt-rs  of  the  Union,  and 
would  shed  their  blood  to  maintain  it,  as  their 
fathers  did  to  confirm  and  preserve  it.  But  they 
have  been  betrayed.  Already  the  truth  is  break- 
ing upon  them,  and  they  begin  to  realize,  more  ators  from  Virginia,  Senalors  FiTZPAxniCK  of 
or  less  clearly,  that  they  are  in  truth  the  motive  Alabama,  Yii.ke  of  Florida,  John.son  of  Arkansa.', 
power  of  a  machinery  which  is  actually  levelled  and  others  not  now  in  public  life.  Mr.  Sewahd 
at  what  is  nearest  and  dearest  to  them.  It  is  has  been  most  severely  criticised,  and  most  ve- 
difficult  to  realize  Euch  perfidy;  but  when  con-  hemently  denounced,  for  having  said  in  his 
vinced  of  it,  and  of  the  policy  of  the  masters  of  Rochester  speech,  in  1857,  that  there  was  in  this 
the  Democratic  organization,  the  people  of  both  country  an  "irrepressible  conflict  between  op- 
seciions  will  rise  in  their  might  and  mnj^sty,  posing  and  enduring  forces,"  by  means  of  which 
and,  plowing  up  all  the  prejudices  of  education  i  the  United  States  will,  sooner  or  later,  become 
and  all  the  inHuences  of  habit,  turnirg  deaf  ears  i  either  entirely  a  slaveholding  nation,  or  entirely 
to  parly  rallying  cries,  and  offering  all  their  per-  ;  a  free-labor  nation.  The  conflict  he  speaks  of  is 
sonal  preferences  a  saf-rilice  upon  the  altar  of  one  of  ideas.  That  of  which  the  Democratic 
their  country,  they  will  pull  down  and  stamp  manifesto  speaks  is,"  the  con//;c?  between  the  two 
with  reprobation  those  who  have  gained  confi-  great  sections  of  the  Union,"  which  is  the  inter- 
dence  only  to  abuse  it,  sought  power  only  to  sap  pretalion  placed  by  the  Drmocrats  on  Mr.  Sew- 
the  foundations  of  the  Republic.  There  is  a  j  Ann's  remark,  and  at  which  they  have  e.xpress- 
fearlulness  in  a  people  wielding  the  sword  of  ed  utmost  horror.  Thus,  the  doctrine  of  the 
avenging  justice.  Here  it  will  be  done  peacefully,  "irrepressible  conflict  between  the  two  great 
quietly,  but    etfeclually,  as  it  hnx  kiilurto  liren  ;    sections  of  the  Union,"  held  up  as  a  fearful  phan- 


South,  irom  which  the  following  is  an  extract : 

"  Wo,  wlii).";f!  nnnics  arc  liercto  anm'xod,  nddrtus  ymi  in 
cILschiugy  of  whal  wo  believe  to  be  n  wolonm  duly,  on  the 
iiiiisi  important  siilijcci  ever  picBcntcd  for  your  coii.suleru- 
tloii.  We  allude  to  ihc  coji/Zict  bolwcoii  llir>  two  grcLil  soc- 
t;uug  ot  iho  L'r.ion,  growing  out  of  a  d.ncrer.cc  of  Oeling  .iiid 
opinion  iu  ri-fereaco  to  tlic  rplat;ous  cxistiuy  bfiwecu  iho 
iwo  raciw,  the  ICuroptaii  and  Uic  African,  winch  iiihab.l  luo 
."^oithovu  section,  and  tho  acts  oi  iigyre.-!.-~iun  aud  cncii.ai  ii- 

iw'Ul  M  winch  It  has  li>d.     Tho  conflict  < '  ■■  ' I  li'it  loUij 

after  the  aolcnowloiiL'nient  it   our   iii''  nnd   li.is 

(jraili'Hlly  incre;ise'l  until  it  tins  array  ci  ■  ii   body  of 

ih<?  Nortii  ajrain.-t  Ihe  Soi.lh  on  thus  niohl  vaai  eulyixa.  hi 
the  juiigress  of  th'?  cimllict,  flt';.'res9ioti  ha-s  followed  Ji^'gres- 
.<ioi; .  iind  encroachment  encroachment ,  liiitil  they  have  reach- 
ed a  iioinl  when  a  regard  for  [.race  and  .-iafny  will  not  per- 
m;t  us  lo  rouiaiii  longer  silent.' — See  Btn("n's  Thiiiy  iVaivs' 
t'lVie, />.  734,  !»//.  2. 

This  manifesto  was  signed  by  the  present  Sen- 


and  the  splendid  devotion  of  a  whole  nation  to 
themselves — as  will  oa  that  day  be  made  roani 
feet — will  send  fear  to  the  hearts  of  the  traitor 
OU8,  joy  to  the  hearts  of  the  patriotic 


tom  by  the  Democracy,  has  a  Democratic  pater- 
nity ;  is  at  least  ten  years  old  ;  and,  so  long  since, 
received  the  endorsement  of  the  Democratic  cau- 
cus candidate  for  Speaker,  who,  in  turn,  has  been 


The  Adraitiisiration  party  in   this  House  have  supported  and  endorsed  by  every  iDember  of  the 

not  only   pursued  a  reckless,  factious,  disorgan-  DeinocrJlic  party  on  this  floor. 

izing,  and  revolutionary  course  ;  not  only  rarged  Failing  wilh  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  they 

themselves  under  the  banner  of  avowed  seces-  rallied  upon  his  colleague  [Mr.  Mili.son]   with 

sionists,  ami,  at  the  least,  given  the  approval  of  the  same  result. 

silence  to  the  boldest  dechiraiions  of  treasonable  Twenty  of  them  then  voted  for  the  gentlem  m 

purposes,    thereby  shocking  at  once  the    moral  from    Virgitiia,    [Mr.   HoTEt.ER,]   who    is   widely 

eense  and  the  patriotic  instincts  of  the  people;  i  known  as  a  South  American  ;  was  a  member  of 


the  Philadelphia  Convention  which  nomirifited 
iMr.  Fillmore  in  1  ;.-!;'>(>,  and  is  in  l.ivor  of  a  Con- 
gressional slave  code  for  ihe  Territories. 

Forty  of  them  then  voted  for  the  tfentleman 
from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Maynard,]  who,  though 
presented  as  an  old-line  Whig,  and  as  never  a 
member  of  tiie  Know  Nolhiu^r  order,  had  politi- 
cal association  in  the  last  Congress,  and  has 
in  this,  wilh  the  Honth  Americans. 

They  gave  eighty-nine  voles  to  the  pjenlleman 
from  Texas,  [.Mr.  Hamilton,]  ^rho  is  understood 
to  be  in  favor  of  a  Congressional  slave  code  for 
the  Territories. 

They  gave  eighty-three  votes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California,  [Mr.  Scott,]  who  had  pre- 
viously denied,  on  the  floor  of  the  Ilonse,  the 
power  of  Territorial  Legislatures  to  prevent  the 
existence  of  slavery  in  a  Territory',  and  who, 
thereby,  placed  himself  on  the  south  side  of  the 
Cincinnati  platform. 

They  gave,  once  thirty-three  and  again  thirty- 
seven  votes  ;  and  later  in'  the  session,  ninety- 
one,  and  again  eighty-tive  votes,  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois,  [Mr.  j\1cClerna.nd,]  who 
claims  for  the  Territorial  Legislatures  the  power 
denied  by  the  gentleman  from  California,  [Mr. 
fcicoTT,]  but  who  considers  the  existence  ot  the 
power  a  judicial  question,  to  be  allirmed  or  de- 
Lied  by  the  proper  tribunals,  to  whose  decision 
he  is  willing  to  defer.  It  is  but  just  to  state, 
that  nine  Southern  members,  who  voted  for  one 
or  more  of  the  other  Democratic  candidates,  de- 
clined to  vote  for  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

The  Democratic  or  Administration  party  also 
gave  all  their  votes,  save  two,  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Smith,]  who,  calling 
himself  a  Whig,  twice  received  the  support  of 
the  Americans  of  his  distiict,  to  an  extent  ?yra- 
l)alhizes  with  and  approves  of  their  principles 
and  policy,  and  is  now  here  by  virtue  of  that 
support;  who  ads  luiih  the  S  uth  American  party 
in  this  House;  who  supported  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Botkler]  when  he  was  the 
South  American  candidate  for  Speaker,  and 
subsequently  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  G1L.MKI1]  when  he  occupied  that  posi- 
tion ;  who  was  placed  before  this  House  by  the 
South  American  member  from  Kentucky  [.Mr. 
Mallort]  as  the  candidate  of  that  party,  nomi- 
nated in  a  full  caucus,  at  which  the  Northern 
member  of  the  party  [.Mr.  Bru;gs]  says  he  was 
present;  and  who  received  the  votes  of  that  en- 
tire delegation  on  this  floor.  No  one  who  wit- 
nessed can  ever  forget  that  scene,  as  one  by  one, 
first  rapidly,  then  more  and  more  slowly,  the 
Democratic  members  fell  out  of  their  own  line 
into  anotber,  until  all  but  two,  conveniently  for- 
getting the  bristling  declarations  of  the  Cincin- 
nati platform  on  the  subject  of  Americanism, 
and  the  unrepealed  resolutions  of  the  DeuiO- 
cratic  members  of  the  Thirty-fourth  Congress, 
placed  their  votes  side  by  side  with  those  of  ^.he 
South  Americans  of  the  House,  whose  position 
and  doctrines  they  have  recently  assailed  with 
intensest  bitterness. 

The  county  from  which  I  come  yet  rings  with 
Democratic  protestations  of  undying  hostility  to 
Americanism  in  all  its  forms.    On  every  hill-lop, 


in  every  school-house,  from  every  stump,  tliere 
has  gone  up  this  one  all-absorbing  rallying  cry. 
1  have  never  doubted  its  insincerity.  It  was  a 
transparent  man-trap.  It  was  too  persistently 
made  to  be  honestly  meant.  All  over  the  land, 
there  was,  for  a  time,  the  same  expression  of 
opinion  ;  and  the  various  State  and  county  plat- 
forms pledged  a  ceaseless  warfare  with  Ameri- 
canism. ()n  the  27th  of  January,  18<i0,  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  nation,  there 
was  furnished  indubitable  evidence  that  another 
issue  aVjsorbs  Democratic  devotion  ;  that  a  new 
question  has  dwarfed  the  American  parly  into 
insignificance;  and  that  Democratic  profession 
of  hostility  to  Americanism  is  as  meaningless  as 
D'.^mocraiic  profession  of  protection  iu  lb44,  and 
I'ldelity  to  free  labor  in  185G. 

Now,  let  me  recnpitulate  the  variety  of  candi- 
dates whom  the  Dcmocrnts  in  Congrtss  have 
more  or  less  generally  supported,  and  the  variety 
of  doctrines  they  have  endorsed. 

They  voted  for  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
[Mr.  BcicoCK,]  who  voted  for  the  rejieal  of  the 
Missouri  compromise,  sustained  ihe  Lecompton 
Constitution,  and  in  1850  proclaimed,  in  its 
broadest  and  most  offensive  form,  an  irrepressi- 
ble "  conflict  between  the  two  great  sections  of 
the  country." 

They  voted  for  the  gentlenmn  from  Virginia, 
[Mr.  MiLLSoN,]  who  voted  against  the  repeal  of 
the  Missouri  compromise. 

They  voted  for  the  other  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, [.Mr.  BoTELER,]  who,  a  South  American, 
repudiates,  like  the  two  preceding,  popular  sov- 
ereignty, and  is  in  favor  of  a  Congressional  slave 
code  for  the  Territories. 

They  voted  for  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee, 
[Mr.  Mavn'ard,]  who,  a  Whig  with  American  as- 
sociations, supported  the  Lecompton  Constitu- 
tion, and  scouts  at  popular  sovereignty. 

They  voted  for  the  gentleman  from  Texa.^, 
[Mr.  Hamilton,]  who  is  now  a  Democrat,  and  iu 
favor  of  a  slave  code,  and  who,  in  withdrawing 
his  name,  gravely  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
Union  was  then  in  process  of  dissolution — a  great 
dissolving  view  in  the  act  of  disappearing  Irum 
mortal  vision  ! 

They  voted  f  >r  the  gentleman  from  California, 
[Mr.  Scott,]  who,  a  Free-State  Democrat,  dis- 
cards popular  sovereigj^ty,  upon  which  the  Dem- 
ocratic party  made  their  successful  campaigu  iu 
1856. 

They  supported  the  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
[Mr.  McClernanu,]  who,  a  Free-State  Democrat, 
defends  popular  sovereignly,  and  objects  to  a 
slave  code. 

And  they  supported  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina,  [.Mr.  Smith,]  who,  a  Whig  with  Amer- 
ican associations,  alhuities,  and  sympathies,  and 
the  nominee  of  a  South  American  caucus,  repro- 
bates popular  sovereignty. 

Who  can  say,  after  such  an  exhibition,  what 
Democratic  doctrine  is  inpraclice?  It  cannot  be 
hostility  to  popular  sovereignty  ;  for  Democratic 
Congressmen  have  endorsed,  as  lit  lobe  Speaker, 
a  popular-sovereignty  man.  It  cannot  be  advo- 
cacy of  popular  sovereignty ;  for  Democratic 
Congressmen  have  endorsed,  as  fit  to  be  Speaker^ 


s 


several  nnli-popular-sovereignty  men.  It  cannot 
lie  repiol);ilion  of  ilie  "  irr**|irei3i<jle  lonfiici ; '' 
for  uu  eii'JoPder  of  it,  of  It-u  ^vears'  .^lauiliiig,  ia 
llit'ir  flioien  canilijiile.  Nor  ran  ii  l>e  liustilitv 
to  Ainericanisiu  ;  Imf  Americans,  and  \Vlii},'s  ti_>ni- 
paihiziosr  with  them,  received  llio  sujiport  of 
UeiuQcratic  Congressmen  for  ibe  hif<h  j)osilion  of 
Speaker — the  third  pusiiion  in  the  Govtrunient. 
\\'li:it  a  coiumentury  i^  this  last  fiu-t  upon  the 
Ligh-soundiujj:,  tomjirchensive,  and  siveepiuj; 
duLJ'iraiiona  of  th?  Cincinnati  philform,  about 
"  religious  freedom "  and  "  accidental  birth- 
place!" Alas,  that  there  should  ne  added  to 
the  tirat  usin;;  and  then  hetrayinrj  j)roiestioiiist3 
in  l8U,and  the  free  white  luljor  interest  in  ISJU, 
this  last  and  cruelest  proof  of  political  insincer- 
ity— the  betrayal  of  the  foreigners  by  birth  and  the 
Catholics  in  religion,  who,  for  safety  from  appre- 
hended evil,  sought  security  in  Democratic  ranks, 
and  in  return  gave  victory  to  Democratic  hoits. 
lluw  sad  the  spectacle,  yet  how  instructive! 

Thus  much  fur  others — a  few  words  for  myself. 
I  have  uniformly  acted  so  as  to  promote  an  or- 
ganization of  the  House.  I  supported  first  for 
Wpeaki-r  a  prominent  and  espericnced  member 
from  Pennsylvania.  When  he  declined,  I  cast 
my  vole  for.  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr. 
Shermax,]  who  had  received  the  largest  num- 
ber of  votes  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  who 
was  commended  to  me  bv  valuable  public  ser- 
vices, by  the  possession  of  peculiar  qualitica- 
tions,  and  by  great  purity  of  character.  He  was 
etlicient  in  exposing  the  Kansas  policy  of  Prebi- 
dent  Pierce,  with  its  complicated  web  of  fraud 
and  outrage,  and  the  corruption  and  extrava- 
gance of  certain  department.^  of  the  preseut  Ad- 
ministration; forall  which  the  minions  of  power 
owed  him  revenge,  but  the  people  owed  him 
thanks.  L'pon  bis  withdrawal,  I  voted  for  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey,  [Mr.  Pkn.ni.sgtos,] 
now  the  Speaker  of  the  lIou»e.  In  eacli  case, 
1  sustained  gentlemen  faithful  to  the  right  of 
self-government,  (assailed  in  the  last  Congress,) 
to  the  interests  of  free  white  labor,  and  to  that 
protective  policy  which,  while  vitallj  important 
to  Pennsylvania,  would,  if  adopted,  promote  the 
prosperity  of  all  the  States.  I  sustained  them 
Ai  patriotic,  Union-loviug,  Constitution-respect- 
ing men,  who  wo  'Id  do  nothing  in  violation  of 
tlie  letter  or  ppirit  of  the  great  charter  which 
consiitutes  us  one  peo[)le,  and  who  would  yield 
only  with  life  their  devotion  to  the  I'uion.  1 
did  not  understand  the  prominent  candiilates  on 
the  other  side  as  occupying  this  position,  and  1 
could  not,  would  not,  give  them  my  support. 

The  cardin  il  doctrine  of  my  political   f<»ith   is 

THi:  M.\rXTK.SASCK  OF  TlIK    I'Mk.N    OK    THK    STATES. 

1  will  not  su|iport  any  man  who  thinks  or  .-^peuk.s 
lightly  of  it,  or  does  not  consider  it  the  greatest 
good,  ita  preservation  a  prime  duty,  and  its  de- 
^t^uction  the  greatest  of  calamities.  Sir,  I  am 
not  ready  to  imperil  all  which  this  (iovernment 
now  secures  to  us,  and  the  thirty  millions  of  our 
population.  I  expect  never  to  be  ready  for  it. 
And  because  I  am  not,  and  would  not  be,  I  did 
not  vote  tor  either  of  the  gentlemen  upon  whom 


the  disunion  sentiment  of  this  House  wag  con- 
ceutr.iled,  and  whose  election  would  have  been 
accejitable  and  stienglhening  to  that  interest. 
Sir,  such  H  course  requires  no  e.vplanalion  or 
apology.  Kvery  man  with  a  patriotic  sentiment 
in  his  heart  instinctively  greets,  approves,  and 
endorses  it. 

The  three  million  Pcunsylvanians  whom  this 
delegation  represent  are  a  unit  upon  this  sub- 
ject. No  man  can  have  political  lile  among  them 
who  is  not  in  harmony  with  this  sentiment.  A 
secessionist  has  never  been  born  upon  her  soil, 
which  is  the  natal-spot  of  our  Constitution.  A 
disunionist  ha.-;  never  been  reared  within  the 
settlement  of  Pcnn,  whose  eastern  boundary  is 
associated  with  a  thrilling  exploit  of  Wash- 
ington ;  whose  southern  line  is  a  memorial  of 
early  fraternity;  whoie  valleys  sparkle  with  glo- 
ries of  the  WAV  of  independence  ;  and  whose  bro  id 
l)Osom  is  the  home  of  a  people  treasuring  tho 
just  precepts  of  their  immortal  founder,  and  as 
abounding  in  all  the  eiements  of  grcatnejjs  as  any 
the  sun  soiiles  upon  and  makes  glad.  Sir,  I 
seek  not  to  pronounce  their  eulogy.  They  need 
none.  Their  history  is  their  highest  praise.  Let 
doubters  but  look  around.  Cn  every  hand  is 
the  ])roof  of  her  power,  pealed  forth  in  the  mu- 
sic of  the  ringing  anvil,  the  restless  shuttle,  the 
humming  spindle,  the  roaring  stack,  the  shrill 
whistle,  the  measured  tread  of  mighty  machine- 
ry, and  the  flow  of  cheerful  industry  through  the 
thousand  channels  opened  by  the  ingenuity  of 
man.  Her  progress  in  both  moral  and  physical 
development  has  all  the  marks  of  healthful 
growth,  and  her  proportions,  already  colossal,  do 
not  fill  the  measure  of  her  vast  capacity.  In  her 
hands  are  the  implements  of  multiform  industry; 
in  her  heart  a  love  of  justice;  in  her  step  the 
elasticity  of  freedom  ;  in  her  mien  the  dignity  of 
true  gre.-itness.  She  is  a  noble  embodiment  of 
the  gieat  thought  underlying  our  whole  system — 
the  excellence,  ac.  retiveness,  nnd  humanizing 
inrtnence,  of  intelligent,  well-applied  Free  labor. 

The  peacefulnesi,  protection,  and  security, 
which  have  alforded  the  opportuniiy  of  achiev- 
ing so  great  results,  have  been  the  gifts  of  the 
Constitution,  with  whose  history  her  own  is 
closely  intertwined,  and  the  Union  which  is  the 
result  of  its  beneficent  provisions.  Pennsylva- 
nia can  never  forget  her  honorable  past,  or  be 
insensible  to  the  inestimable  blessings  of  the 
present.  Until  faithless  to  both,  she  will  never 
do  or  sanction  any  act  in  conflict  with  the  Con- 
stitution, but  w  ill  rigidly  give  toothers  what  she 
will  as  rigidly  demand  for  herselt — all  the  rights 
which  each  can  justly  claim.  She  will  never  do 
or  sanction  any  act  tending  to  or  effecting  a 
disruption  of  this  Union,  and  will  frown  upon, 
disown,  and  if  n<  cpssary  put  down  and  trample 
under  foot  every  rnan,  every  faction,  every  party, 
whose  animating  thought  is  not  the  integrity  of 
the  Cunstuulion,  the  purity  of  the  (iov.ruinent, 
and  the  perpetuity  of  the  Uniim.  With  her,  I 
am  devoted  to  this  grand  and  inspiring  senti- 
ment, ready  to  follow  whithersoever  it  may  lead. 


BUELL  k  13LANCHAKD,  i'nuie.s,  Washington,  D.  0. 


